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Appficafion Number 
107043,071 



Filed 
1/8/2002 



First Named Inventor 
MarcGroz 



Art Unit 
3713 



Examiner 
Matthew D. Hoel 



Applicant requests review of the finaJ rejection in the above-identified appftcafon. No amendments are beinq 
filed with this request. 



This request is being filed with a notice of appeal. 



The review is requested for the reason(s) stated on the attached sheet(s). 
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Remarks 



The Applicant respectfully requests that the Pre Appeal Brief Board of Examiners reverse the 
Examiner's rejection of current claims 42 to 49 due to the factual error that the Examiner has 
made in asserting that current claim 42 can be rejected even though the prior art cited 
against it (Nilssen, Grippo, and Ridge) does not teach or suggest each and every step of sard 
claim. In particular said references do not teach or suggest step i. 

This error was pointed out to the Examiner on page 6 of the Response After Final filed by the 
Applicant on 20 December 2005. See the section entitled "Combination fails to teach or 
suggest all of the claim limitations" found on page 6. 

The Examiner has conceded this factual error when he stated that amended claim 42 "may 
be allowable over Nilssen, Grippo and Ridge" (bottom of Advisory Action dated 29 December 
2005)_ There is no difference in meaning, however, between amended claim 42 and current 
claim 42. This is due to the fact that the phrase "cash value", as presented in step i of 
current claim 42, and the replacement phrase "current market value", as presented in step i 
of amended claim 42, are used interchangeably in the Specification and thus mean the same 
thing.. See page 14, lines 361 to 370 of the substitute Specification filed July 21, 2005. 

Thus, by stating that amended claim 42 is allowable over Nilssen, Grippo and Ridge, the 
Examiner is also stating that current claim 42 is also allowable. Claims 43 to 49 depend 
upon claim 42 and are allowable for the same reason. 

The Applicant therefore, respectfully requests that the Board of Examiners reverse the 
Examiner's rejection and allow said claims. 



Date: March 20, 2006 




Mark Nowotarski 



Agent for Applicant 
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